1. Main Revision to the Paper. The main revision to the paper is the definition of network controllability. Old DEFINITION 5. 1 
Given a closed language K ⊆ L(G) and an upper bound M on control delays and losses, we say that K is network controllable with respect to L(G) and Σ uc if
New DEFINITION 5. 1 
Given a closed language K ⊆ L(G) and an upper bound M on control delays and losses, we say that K is network controllable with respect to L(G) and
2. Corresponding Revisions to the Paper. The corresponding revisions to the paper are Lemma 4.1 and its proof, proofs of Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 6.2. There are no changes to the statements of Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 6.2.
Old LEMMA 4. 1 Assume that K is network observable with respect to L(G) and Θ DL . Then for all s ∈ K and for all σ ∈ Σ such that sσ ∈ L(G),
New LEMMA 4. 1 Assume that K is network observable with respect to L(G) and Θ DL . Then for all s ∈ K and for all σ ∈ Σ,
The results follow from the old proof.
Assume that K is network controllable. Let us construct a state-based supervisor γ : Q → 2 Σ as described before:
by induction on the length of strings |s|. Base: Since K is nonempty and closed, ϵ ∈ K. By Definition 4, ϵ ∈ L(G, γ). Therefore, for |s| = 0, that is,
Induction hypothesis:
Induction step:
New Proof of THEOREM 6.2 (ONLY IF) Assume that there exists a state-estimate-based networked supervisor
K is network controllable because for all s ∈ L(G) and for all σ ∈ Σ,
K is also network observable with respect to L(G) and Θ DL . We prove this by contradiction. Suppose K is network controllable but not network observable, that is,
Let s ′ σ be the shortest string satisfying the above equation. Consider two possible cases.
Case 2: σ is enabled at E(t i ) for at least one t i ∈ Θ DL (s −i ), i = 0, 1, ..., M . For such a t i , since σ is enabled at E(t i ) and since s ′ σ is the shortest string satisfying Equation (2.1), we conclude σ ∈ K/s ′ −i . By network controllability of K, 
by induction on the length of strings |s|. Base: Since K is nonempty and closed, ϵ ∈ K. By Definition 5, ϵ ∈ L(G, γ). Therefore, for |s| = 0, that is,
Induction step: We show that for all sσ ∈ L(G), |sσ| = n + 1,
(By Induction hypothesis) ⇔ sσ ∈ K (By network controllability).
